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A critical review on the progress of urban
land use theor ies in theW est

L U Sheng-he, WU Chuan-jun, CHEN T ian
(Institute of Geographic Sciences and N atural Resources Reseach, CA S, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: Thispaper carriesout a systanatical literature survey and critical reviav on the
research progress of urban land use theories in the W est, which are classified into
historical-morphological, locational economics, scial behavior, and political econom ics by
their research gpproaches T he historical'morphological approach is good at exploring the
atial differentiation lav s and the evolutionary models of urban land use, but its smple
circular models are inconsistent w ith actual situation T he locational econom ics approach
provides strong quantified econom ic explanation on the gatial structure of urban land use
through deep decomposing the price componentsof urban land, but it paysmore attention
to“ why” than to“ what”. The behavior analysis approach becomesmore comprehensive
and practical because it additionally takes social driving forces into account, but it is based
on the wo concepts of® uncertainty” and“ stochastity” of individual decision makers of
land use, thus its theoretical explanation pow er is rather Iimited T he political economics
gpproach focuseson the impact of the social production systen and* pow er” on the process
of urban land development, and greatly extends and enhances our understanding on inner
dynam ic mechanics of urban land development Finally, thispaper enphasizes that China
should adopt and strengthen the application of locational econom ics and political econom ics
approaches in its researcheson urban land use in the future

Key words urban land use theory; research approach; theW est



